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Washington, DC 



July 17,2006 



Dear Sir: 



In reference to your recent office action summary for my patent application 
number 10/823,193, 1 have reviewed your comments and suggestions and rewritten the 
Abstract, it now being less than 150 words, as well as having rewritten the claims, in 
order to fully delineate my invention and differentiate its components and ultimate 
function from prior art. You make reference to US 5,139,357, wherein Reents describes 
an air actuated switch for painting system, and your comment was made that that patent 
"anticipated" my work. As you will note, although the drawing in Fig. 1, seems to 
suggest something similar to my invention, a close inspection will reveal that not only is 
there no mention of a standard, off the shelf paint brush, but that indeed, the applicator 
shown in the figure can not be considered to be anything more than a highly specialized 
and very expensive applicator, specifically designed for that system and in no way 
interchangeable with a standard, inexpensive, off the shelf paint brush. In its pictured 
embodiment, no mention or suggestion is given in that patent for the wide distribution of 
paint and its placement in the critical area of the near-end of the bristles of the brush, this 
area being the preferred area for paint to be present on a brush, just before being applied 
to a paintable surface. In addition, no mention or suggestion is given of the internal 
structure of the paint deliver tube, nor is consideration given to the maximum distribution 
of paint onto the brush surface as is described in my invention. Again, in your reference 
to patent # 4,639,156, Stern describes a system of paint delivery that again, in no way 
anticipates what is delineated in my invention, for paint delivery in that device is directed 
to a expensive and specialized paint roller or pad system and not to a standard, off the 
shelf paint brush. It would not be possible for either the Reents or Stern system to be 
connected to or to be used with a standard, off the shelf paint brush. My invention 
differs from the above sighted patents in many ways, but most importantly, my invention 
allows an operator to procure an inexpensive, readily available paint brush for the work 
of painting and not a specialized applicator which has limited availability to the operator 
in conventional stores carrying painting supplies and would, due to their complexity, be a 
very expensive alternative to Hie conventional paint brush. You also sight patent # 
4,134,697, wherein Sparr shows a gravity feed of cleaning solution to a car-wash type 
brush. It is quite obvious when studying this invention that it in no way relates to my 
invention, in that, firstly, no mention of a paint brush is made, secondly, no suggestion of 
any form of surface painting is made with conventional or otherwise, paint, and thirdly, 
no mention or suggestion is made whereby the flow of material from the gravity feed line 
is to be evenly distributed onto the brush surface via control elements such a rigid tube 



that is fully connected to a flexible paint tube and an attached distribution apron as 
featured in my invention. 

In conclusion, my device as described in my patent application, "The Continuous 
Application of Paint, Via a Traditional Paint Brush", remains a unique solution to the 
problem of constantly re-loading a conventional paint brush with paint, and the use of my 
invention not only provides an operator with a huge time and energy saving, but allows 
the operator the option to use many differing types and sizes of conventional, off the shelf 
paint brushes. In addition, these type brushes are easily cleaned conventionally and can 
be re-used on my device over and over again, therefore further reducing the total overall 
cost of painting. If you have any further questions or comments, please please bring 
them to my attention at your convenience. 
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Kemblesville, Pa. 19347 



